
I have not es yet men any statement in the prees d.mg the lines 
merxtioned in your letter of 22 asls;y to rrte. 

I have avitidnmtmry of the even&ngwhenI firethadthe id.ea 
about &nomal hexw&obbin molwtiea In relation to sickle-cell am&a. 
w ntcamory ie that you began dlacursing the dUeam amber dinma, when 
themmbem oftheMedical.AdvisoryComitteewere holdingmeetings 
in New York. I am sure that1 bweths date of the xm+stbg lnmiy diary, 
but I do m& ham the diary here, After you had discussed your lnter- 
est In this disease, I then told you snd the other members of the corn- 
ralttee, who were, I think, aU present, about the mggestlon that your 
Prtcatements ha4 made to me, to the effect that the disease might be 
really a dieeam of the hemglobfa ~~~lecule. The ditxxmeion wtm emen- 
thJ.3.y a# t3~seribe~ by IIB in sy Hardly Lecture, delivered April 29, 1954. 
One fact that I did not rmntion in qy Earmy Lecture ia that f asked 
you if you %aw any reamn why I should not check up on thie idea, when 
I gotbaukto P-, by cwing the propertias of hemoglobin frmm 
normal indivMual.8 and tkoan eiickle-mll anemia patiente, and you said 
that you didn't 886 any reamn why I shouldn't go ahead. 

xdonot xvmember the oommmation on the train between Denver and 
Chicago. Ptwhapr it is better for me to aaythatI dnnotmmmber our 
discussing the matter on that trsria, but I do remember diecussing the 
afatter of ShBzzp~s*e vrlpk with you, aiter ths ori- d%scuatsion, in the 
New York hotel.. 

One retaeon wlq I think that the or%ginal. discuarsion was in New 
York4 an& not in Dexmer, is that ~gr tife was not present at the dinner 
where we halti the ~rQlnal. diocua~fon and at tthich, also, Alton Ochmer 
dlscuseed som of hlar eurperiencecP am a Burgeon, inoluaing an operation in 



LAma FauLi~shpg 


